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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 40-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US PAT 6,61 1 ,201 to Bishop in view of US PAT 6,61 1 ,755 to Coffee et al. (Coffee). 

As to claims 40,45, Bishop discloses sending recall notice signals to multiple 
groups of targets comprising storing a product identifier in each of the receivers (col 16, 
lines 16-19), transmitting a recall notice to multiple groups of products (model, col 16, 
line 15-20), sensing the recall notice (col 16, lines 16-19), selectively responding to the 
recall notice only if the notice includes a product identifier (model or VIN, as discussed). 
There would be a "group" of receivers in the "group" of vehicles as Bishop does not 
teach only one vehicle but a plurality. 
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Bishop does not, however, teach sending and receiving signals only during time 

slots. 

Coffee teaches a system for fleet management (title) in which signals are 
transmitted to vehicles via a wireless network (fig 1 ) during a series of time slots 
(abstract, lines 17-22). The receivers would inherently not respond if the signal is not in 
the time slot. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system 
as taught by Bishop with the time-slot transmission as taught by Coffee as Coffee 
teaches this as a good way to send information to mobile assets. 

As to claim 41 , Bishop teaches storing in memory that a recall signal notice has 
been received (col 16, lines 42-45). 

As to claim 42. Bishop does not teach storing the date in memory. Bishop does, 
however, teach storing the data in order to resolve disputes (col 16, lines 42-44). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
system as taught by Bishop and modified by Coffee to store the date when the signal 
was received in order to better resolve a dispute. For instance, a sender could claim 
that the signal was sent out on a particular date while the vehicle owner could claim that 
it was received later. Saving the date would resolve that dispute. 

As to claim 43, Coffee further discloses periodic time slots (fig 9). 

As to claims 44,46,47, the time slots would inherently be selected. 

As to claims 48,49 and 50, choosing which time slots for which vehicles would be 
a matter of obvious design choice and therefore, would not be patentably distinct. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 1/5/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. In response to applicant's arguments that Coffee uses time slots for a 
different reason, a recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention must result in 
a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in order to 
patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art structure is 
capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. The Coffee reference is 
used to show that periodic transmission periods are very well known in the art, that of 
sending signals. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show 
certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which 
applicant relies (i.e., no power source needed) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). 
Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). Once again, the examiner disagrees that Bishop only 
triggers relays, this has been discussed previously in relation to the instant application 
and other, related applications and will not be mentioned again in this case. Applicant 
further argues a different embodiment than that used and as such, the arguments are 
unpersuasive. The examiner agrees that time slots for unlocking doors only at certain 
intervals would not necessarily be an obvious modification (from a customer service 
standpoint), however, the embodiment relied upon is that which is a recall-notice- 
sending embodiment, as discussed. The examiner notes that applicant has continued to 
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argue against the Parillo reference even though it has not been included in the last 
rejection. Once again, the examiner does not dispute that the instant invention is useful 
or wanted, but that it is not novel. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 . 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael J. Fisher whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6804. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 7:30am-5:00pm alt Fri. off. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on 571-272-6812. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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